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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 4/1 3/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's arguments, page 24, para. 3 "Moser presents a means 
to translate between source and target languages using a linked alternative 
language that is not a natural language.", "Moser never mentions a short hand 
identification, ....does not suggest translation engines that are comprised of 
natural languages only." 

The Examiner cannot concur. The applicant teaches, specification, page 1 1 , lines 
26-28, "...but an actual natural language or "spoken" language" as defining the 
intermediate language. Applicant's contention, pages 23-25 of the specification is 
that Moser does not disclose this, and teaches away from this. However, Moser 
et al. teaches, C.5.lines 6, 7 "Linked alternative languages (LAL) can take the 
form of fully speakable languages", this even by applicant's definition is taken as 
the intermediate natural language. Moser further teaches the applicant's 
invention as prior art, C.2. lines 39-45 "The idea was that some one language 
could be chosen into which all potential source languages might be automatically 
translated; then from that pivot-language, texts could be automatically generated 
into any target language, saving much effort in the design of systems. There 
were those who suggested using a natural language for this purpose, . .". It is the 
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Examiner's position that Moser utilizes intermediate natural language as the LAL 
as stated above. 

In response to applicant's arguments, page 24, para. 3, "Moser never mentions a 
short hand identification, ....does not suggest translation engines that are 
comprised of natural languages only.", the Examiner fails to find these limitations 
in claim 7 as argued, and therefore these arguments are moot. 
In response to applicant's arguments, p.23, para. 1, "LAL in the claimed invention 
is a method of marking the language and is not synonymous with the optimized 
language illustrated within Moser", the Examiner's position, as stated in the 
previous rejection is, "the intermediate text is annotated using a linguistic annotation 
language (figure 3D, his LAL annotations)", and not simply his LAL. 

2. Applicant, p.8 of Remarks, has pointed to pJ.lines 10-21, and p.13.line 21- 
p.15.line 4 as support for amended claim 7. However, the Examiner fails to locate the 
support for the limitation, claim 7, line 18, 19 "wherein the linguistic annotation language 
is a mark-up language" and lines 4, 5 "wherein the option specifies use of a linguistic 
annotation language." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which rt pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
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was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. In claim 7, lines 18, 19 "wherein the linguistic 
annotation language is a mark-up language", and lines 4, 5 "wherein the option 
specifies use of a linguistic annotation language.", p.7. lines 10-21, and p.13.line 21- 
p.15,line 4 lack support for amended claim 7, on page 14, lines 18-21, "A provider may 
also register a chain of applications in properties 512 by establishing a name and 
associating the chain module to the name setting the chain module to that name setting 
the chain of applications to be chained using a chain option recognized by the chain 
module.", does not support amended claim 7, as indicated above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-7, and 10-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Moser (US 6,275,789). 

As per claim 1 , Moser et al teach a method for chaining a first translation engine and a 
second translation engine, comprising 9 figures 2a-2d): 
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receiving a request to translate a source text from a source natural language to a 
target natural language (Fig. 10 his "In: Swahili", his "out: Indonesian"). 

receiving, in the first translation engine, the source text in the source natural language; 
his source language (SL), (Fig. 2A-induding his created LAL, as the first translation engine) 

using the first translation engine to translate the source text into an intermediate text 
in an intermediate natural language (C.5.lines 6, 7 "Linked alternative languages (LAL) 
can take the form of fully speakable languages, interpreted as natural language) and 
to annotate the intermediate text; ( figure 2b, his source language is translated to the 
Linked Alternative Language (LAL), figure 3D, his LAL annotations) 

receiving, in the second translation engine (Fig. 2C- including his traditional 
MT), the annotated intermediate text; (figure 2c, his fully edited (annotated text in the 
LAL); 

using the second translation engine to translate the annotated intermediate text into a 
target natural language (ibid, the use of the traditional MT to translate the LAL to a third 
language) to form a target text; and 

returning the target text as a response to the request (Fig. 2c his output); 

As per claim 2, Moser et al teach wherein the intermediate text is annotated 
using a linguistic annotation language (figure 3D, his LAL annotations). 

As per claim 3, Moser et al teach wherein the linguistic annotation language is a 
markup language (his text formatting or HTML code that is used to annotate the text) 
As per claim 4, Moser et al teach wherein the first translation engine and the second 

translation engine are chained using a chaining module (his translation engines) 
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As per claim 5. Moser et al teach wherein the first translation engine and the 
second translation engine are specified as options (the second translation that is used to 
translate the annotated LAL to the third language at figure 2c). 

As per claim 6, wherein the options are defined in a properties file (figure 26, his 
database or instructions 26) 

As per claim 7, Moser et al teach a method in a server computer, for chaining 
applications (figure 2a-2d), comprising: 

receiving at a chaining module (ibid) a request from a requesting application for a 
service and an option associated with the chaining module; (a request for translation and 
use his chaining of the MT engine, one MT for translating the source language to Linked 
Altemative Language (LAL) and the other MT for translating from the LAL to a third 
language), wherein the option identifies the service by a service name and wherein the 
option specifies use of a linguistic annotation language (his selection of optimization 
criteria); 

receiving a properties file, wherein the properties file associates the service name 
with a series of applications (figure 26, his database of instructions 26, Fig. 10. in Swahili, 
out Indonesian, display English as a series of applications); 

receiving the series of applications corresponding to the chaining module, wherein 
the series of applications comprises a first translation engine (figures 2a, his translation 
engine that translates the source language to the Linked Altemative language (LAL)); and 

a second translation engine;( figure 2c. his edited text in the LAL language is 
translated using traditional MT to a third language), wherein the first translation engine 
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translates from a source natural language to an intermediate natural language, and 
wherein the second translation engine translates from the intermediate natural 
language to a target natural language (Fig. 2a, 2c as above, his LAL as the natural 
language as explained in claim 1 ); 

executing the first translation engine and the second translation engine in order and 
passing the output of the first translation engine to the input of the second translation 
engine, wherein the output of the first translation engine is annotated (figure 2a-2c, his use 
of a first translation engine to translate the source language to LAL language and the use 
of another translation engine to translate the edted ( annotated) LAL language to a third 
language , see figure 3d for annotations and figure 1 6d, his annotate LAL text ) with the 
linguistic annotation language and wherein the linguistic annotation language is a markup 
language (his text formatting or HTML code that is used to annotate the text); and 

returning a result of the service to the requesting application (Fig. 2c-his output) 
4. Claims 1 0-24 are the same in scope and content as daims 1 -7 above and 
therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lament M, Spooner whose telephone number is 
571/272-7613. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on 571/272-7602. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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